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W, Emecutive Departmens, Vroceedings of
the Council, 1ras-18a7, fulic 528

g Randafl and Dobbin Account Book,
1ad—thar, ms A7, manusripes division,
Maryland Hiseurscal Society, Raltimore.
10, Resamond Randal] Berroe and fohn
Henry Scarfl, William Hockiand, 1754~
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1558}, pp. 149, L30.
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John Shaw’s Annapolis

man of cightéen, son of a carpenter and trained as a cabinet-

maker in the Seottish city of Glasgow.! To date we know no

reason for his cmigration to America or to Maryland, However,
the Maryland tobacco trade had established strong commercial tics
hetween Annapolis and Glasgow, and Shaw may have hada connection,
family or otherwise, that prompeed his move to Annapoli

Annapalis in 1763, though a prosperous colonial town, was not so
fertile a feld for entering the cabinetmaking trade as would have been
the more populous Philadelphin and New York tw the north or
Charleston to the south, The popularion of Annapolis in 1763 numbered
fust over one thousand persons.® As the colonial eapieal i a plantation
society, it served as the seat of government, legal center, and entrepdt
for the export of such local commodities as grain, lumber, and tobacco,
and the import of a plethora of Enghish-made gosds.

Primarily because of its central location within the province, the
emall settlement on the Severn River called Arundelton had become
in 1694 the new capital of Maryland, replacing St. Mary's City at the
southern tip of the colony, Under the leadership of a new moyal

Sir Francis Nichol the and laying out of
the town was both imaginative and innovative Derived from Sir
Chiistopher Wren's grand design for a new London after the great fire
of 1666, Nichalsan's street plan was radial in form (see fig 1] On the
highest elevation overlooking the harbor, on twa circles somewhat
apart, were ta be built the Swie House and the Anglican church. From
these two focal points radiated the principal steets of the sown.

1f John Shaw did indeed arrive in Annapolis Harbor directly from
Glasgow ar some nther British port, his first impression of Annapolis
would have been that it seemed more a garden village than a center
of gnvernment, law, and wade. The ramshackle second State House of
1704, eventually to be demalished in 1772, and the first St Anne's
Church, also huilt in 1704 {see fig. 13], would have appeared in the

i slightly el d above the buildings b them and the
Tarbor, In addition to a radial plan, Nicholson had also p ined
where his citizenry should live and work. To the north of the town,
removed from the harbor, an area later called Bloomsbury Square wis
laid out in jots for craf and sma ol The i)

was reserved for the offices, warchouses, ropewalks, and customhouses

] ohn Shaw arrived in Annapolis in or around 1763, 4 young
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essential to a lively maritime trade. Activities such as ranning or
hrewing that would be odiferous were relegated to the more distant
outskirts of the town. Remaining were the more choice lots near
Chureh and State Circles, and on the eastern and western fringes of
the town. Here, by the time of Shaw’s arrival, had been built some
splendid town houses. In the next decade an even more impressive
group of mansions, as well as 2 new State House |see g, 16), would
further enhance the architectural scenc. The houses were like those
set in the plantation countryside of southern Maryland or the Eastern
Shore, but in Annapolis such houses faced the street and were placed
on ample lots affording space at the rear for gardens, stables, and other
appurtenances,

The single most valuable piece of Annapolis real estate at the time
of Shaw's arrival, or for that matter throughout the eighteenth century,
was the property of Charles Carroll of Annapolis at the foot of Duke
of Gloucester Street. Here a large house of the late 1720 at the witter's
edge was to be further developed P fically enlarged tf h
the eighteenth century® Another significant dwelling, no longer ex-
isting, was built on Spa Creek about 1730 by Benjamin Tasker. An
abartive atempt in 1742 w erect a suitable mansion for Governor
Thomas Bladen had left by 1762 a roofless rain north of the State
House, but the cityscape had otherwise been enriched by such fine
domestic structures as the Edmund Jennings House (ca. 1742), later 1o
bie remodeled for the Govemnor's Mansion, the Daniel Dulany House

Fig. 13, Clurch Cirele, Anngpolls, 1794,
arrribared o C. Milboume. Warercolor on
péper; 1o x 16% in. The Hammond-Har
wood House Asoviation, Annapolis. S¢
Anne’s Church {1793] appears at keft center
with the State House dome in the back

{ea. 1740l, the Stephen Bordley House {ea. 1726, and the Dr. William
Stephenson House (1739 now called the Ogle House, to name only
the more exceptional houses built before 1750,

The indigenous Annapolis architecrural style had its roots in thi
prosperous Patuxent River valley of Prince George's County as well
a8 in the South and West River areas of southern Anne Arundel County.
The surviving Town Hall at Londontown on the South River dates
from about 1747, Tts building and possible design have long been
associated with a William Brown, cabi ker and builder,
who also kept an inn at Londontown, Brown was also the joiner for
the Dr. Upton Scott House begun in 1763 an Shipwright Streer.” Irs
all header-bond brick facade, five bays, and projecting central pavilion
echo the Londontown Town Hall, The Scott House was the frst, and
is perhaps the Bnest surviving, Annapolis town house uof the 1760's
and 1770's in overall quality and quantity of carved woodworlk. The
Ridout House on Duke of Cloucester Street is nearly contemporaneous
in date with Dr. Scott’s house and must have been finished by about
1765 ton, The massive Brice House (1767, see fig, 1| and the nearby
Paca House {¢a. 1765) plete this kable group of A L
domestic buildings that had just heen completed or were under
construction during John Shaw's early years in Annapolis—a group
related in style and d in pr lutionary America,

Horatio Sharpe, Maryland’s colonial governor from 1753 to 1769,
had long rented a residence in Annapolis from Edmund Jennings.

H . in 1763 he bled a parcel of land across the Severn
River neat the earlier settlement of Providence. Here Sharpe by 1765
had built White Hall, a pleasure pavilion with a giant portico, the first
in America, and lavishly carved interior woodwork as well as equally
claborate plaster ices and moldi e archi was Joseph
Horatio Anderson, who also designed the third Maryland State House
of 1772 (see flgs. 14 & 15], William Buckland and his shop may have
executed the intricate wood earvings; but there are other possibilities
among the master-builders and carvers working in Annapolis at the
same time.

William Buckland had moved his family to Ansapolis in 1772, but
he had been in and out of Maryland and the capital many times in the
previous decade. What, If any, tnvolvement he might have had with
the Upton Scott, Ridour, Brice, or Paca Houses has not yet been
determined. We do know that Buckland worked on the Chase-Lloyd
House (see fig. 17| intermittently from 1771-1774, with another
“undertaker,” William Noke, often in charge.* The culmination of the
Annapolis town house style, as well as of Buckland’s career there
befare his death in 1774, is to be found in the Hammond-Harwood
House of 1773-1774. Here, perhaps for the first time in Annapolis,
Buckland was hoth architect and builder.

What were the prospeets then in the midst of this Hlurry of building
for an ambitious young cabinetmaker newly arrived from Scotland!
Douhtl hlished Annapol bi ) as well as relative
neweomers like John Shaw, would have been called upon to provide

of the furnishings needed for these imposing homes, However,
their lot may have been more difficult than we might imagine for
reasons that will be explained below.




It must be

emphasized that Annapolis was a small town—not &

city—although it was the scat of government, the economic, eultural,
and social center of the provinee, Even so, the few towns, ommcumy
seats, of the Eastern and Western shores were mere villages when
compared to Annapolis, small as it was, Only inland Frederick and

36

Fig. 14 Front clevanion

Fig. 16, A Front View of the State House Mﬂmmmuded&nmpousmmcmthuunimmmmrﬁm
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1750 Maryland Histanical Sociery, Rali-

until after thewuwnldinlﬂmmzmmmthcm;ignlﬁmt
urhan area on the Ci ke, When d, for le, to the
counties west of Philadelphia or Boston, the area surrounding Annapalis
was sparsely settled and remarkably devoid even ah’illqgﬂ. SLMlnr‘l,
Cnl'vert, dehukﬁCmmummnthrthnd,

d by tobaceo, had a pop tlmlmismue_lyinmwi
from the late hand early h centuries, Sett]min'
those counties had sought in a ed pattemn of re:

lands first in Prince George’s, then Anne Arundel, mdhm:hemz
western Howard County when it was formed from Anne Arundel
Couney. Dnlyhmo:cwrge’smmy south of Annapolis, remained

an tmg litical center until the Revolution.
The established plantation and agrarian of Maryland which,
by!ls very system, d ged the of urban B

th:oeom:lmlcounhmmmnnrpmdmuﬂw Lnthcllst
half of the sighteenth century, largely confined to southern Maryland
mdthu&:mm&hmmdmthundmthelmdm:lﬂpdlmdsdthe
‘Westem Shore and northem perimeter of the Chesapeake Bay. Westem
Marvland, particularly Frederick County, would be sert pzedmu
mudybypeﬁpleuiG«mmwSmeh—lrhhuﬂgﬁnswho migrated
south from Pennsylvania along the Great Eastern Road. Baltimore,
although established as early as 1729, began its great period of growth
and develnpmt only on the eve of mmm Economueally,

v, either much
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related to. nor in petition with, A lis; its anid
growth after the Revolution coincided with the decline of Annapuolis,
All of this is to indicate that the potential market for the wares of a
mid-o;ghtnndr:enmry Annapolis cabinetmaker was limited when
compared to the opportunities afforded by larger metropalitan areas
such as Philadelphia, New York, ar Boston,

Perhaps the mose important factor to be cuns-d:rtd Ln thls duswssum
of John Shaw, or any other
was the high volume of British goods meon.cd to the Chesepea.ke Bay
region, Those commercial patrerns and way of life, begun in the
seventeenth century, continued until trade aimust ceased with the
advent of the Revolution, It would undoubtedly have heen casier to
have furniture made by a local cabinetmaker than to order it sight
unseen through a factor in London, but tl:n: lrnd:l is that t.hc Annapal.{s

nery g Engiish ise, and attached @ certain
prrsnge to it If dissatisfed with the quality of the Annapolis product,
they could have venrured to Philadelphia for fine furniture, but delivery
by sea from a London port would have been no less trouble than
overland transport from Philadelphia.

There are only a few of A buying
Philadelphia furniture. For instance, in 1783 James Nourse of Virginia
rented Acton, 8 house built by Philip Hummond, Nourse wrote in his:
diary that Hawmoml’: fancée eloped with snother man while Ham-
mond wis in Phi].anlclphi: buym; {umitm fur his new house® An
examination of Annapolis port of entry records beiween 1756 aind 1773
reveils that relatively lieele furniture came ta Annapnlh imm Newpart
or Boston, Windsor chairs, | | were i | from Philadelphi
in quantity.”

On the other hand, the documentation for the importation of English
furniture and other luxury houschold goods is staggering. Perhaps the
finest colontal record of this kind is to be found in the much-quoted
letter and order books of Charles Carroll of Carrollton, preserved in
The New York Public Library.* The orderss span the years from 1771
t 1833 In 177 a n:nmpl.:t: suite of hxm:lshing,u was ordered for a
room, either in the Carroil House i Annapolis of Doighoregan Mam
Howard County, that included “Two handsome gilt carvd giran-
doles. . ., One fashionable sopha and suit, of twelve chairs dojne] in
the newest tacte | land| Two pier glasses. .. ."" Also ordered at the
same time was "1 very good eight d.ny clmk in 4 neat plain mahogany
case " This clock still exists; it is of a seraightforward design, as arc
many other pieces of fummm- hoth English and American that are
known to have been owned by Carroll.* His instructions to his London
agent to procure furniture of a solid kind with “no superfluus carving
about them” indicates Carroll’s persanal predilection; whether it eells
us something about & more general An ie for pla
furnishing ¢an only be hazarded.'" However, there is a type of su
“ Annapolis school” furniture, some of it ascribed 1o Shaw and Axdu
hald Chisholm, that is indeed plain. Do these picees represent sorual
commissions recelved by Shaw and other Annapolis cabinetmakers in
the 1760% and 1770%, or were they perhaps made to fill utilitarian
needs and purchased when the client could not wait for an order to
be shipped from England?

What then were the furnishi of these 1

houses of the period, or for that matter, such impomant
howses as the Lloyds' Wye House in Talbor County on the Eastl:m
Shore! Were they predominantly of English origin with a smattering
of Annapolis-made pieces, some plain and utilitanan, and a lew others
of more elaborate style and finish?

In 1947 The Baltimore of Art 1 an exhibition of
Baltimore Furniture: The Work of Baltimore and Annapolis Cabinet-
makers from 1760 to 1870.1 As an addendum to the exhibition and

the ! were pieces of ten chairs, five
drassmg uhl:s. and rwn Iugh chests, i the Chippmd.s.lc stylc and
betioved oo he of . Towenty years later, it 1968, another

catalogued exhibition entitled Maryland Gueen Anne and Chippendale
Furniture of the Eighteenth Ceatury was held at the Museum. Seventy-
six pleces of fumiture were included. along with revised listings of
Maryland cabinetmakers and clockmakers. Regrettably, in the ensuing
thirty years since the first exhibition, only a few new discoveries have
heen made that would allow us to attach the name of a known
cabinetmaiker to an existing piece of Maryland Chippendale-style
furnitare,

The dm:nmen:s .nnd recards have seemingly been exhausted, but

chne the differences between Ch.:ppa::f

dale m.ndc in A and Balti The author has
suggested that for a brief period just hefore the Revolution, there
existed in Annapolis 4 group of craftsmen capable of creating under
the supervision of a gifted cabinctmaker a piece of high-style Chip-
pendale furniture. The master carvers and joiners who created the
many splendid Annapolis interiors seem also to have lent their hands
to the carving of some furmiture. There are perhaps ten dressing tables
and high chests that, with an equal number of c]ulrs and 4 few clocks,
can be said to this mare i which
can be differentiated from the high-style furniture being made by
Gerrard Hopkins and others in Baltimore in the last decades of the
cighteenth century, A high chest in the collection of The Baltimore
Museum of Art rypifies this small group of high-style Chippendale
furniture ascribed to Annapolis. '
]ohn Shnw had been tn Annapolis for eight years belom he is
d as a cabi ker, Because he ad: British
furniture for saie i his shop, o the early years of coilecting Amencin
furniture some antiquarans thought that s labeled famiture was of
English origin. This was before the secondary woods in those picces
were analyzed and found 1o be of native varieties. The sideboard [cat.
no. 38} made for the Randall family m 1797 has drawers whose
secondary woods are white oak |often used in English cabmermakingl,
but in the interor casing other indigenous woods—vellow pine and
tulip poplar—are much in evidence. In 1771 he had provided James
Brice, for his new house on Prince George Street, two mahogany dining
tables, one dozen mahogany chairs, two card tables, and a pier glass,'
ity 1772 Shaw was in partnership with feliow Annapoiis cabinetmaker
Archibald Chisholm, and they repaired numerous pieces of furniture
for Brice. This furniture would presumably have been in the style of
Thomas Chippendale.'
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The earliest examples of fumiture attributed to Shaw and Chisholm,
ar Shaw alone, and included in this exhihition are in & rransitionai
style, moving from Chippendale to the more classical designs of George
Hepplewhite; many details are also found on fabeled John Shaw
fumniture of the 1700, ca no. 4] and the
|eat, no, 5), probably a section of an original desk-and- -bookease, n]l
bearing the Shaw and Chisholm label, represent the partners’ earliest
extant documented work {(1773) In researching and assembling fur-
niture for the exhibition, it was hoped that documented examples of
lohn Shaw's work in the style based on the designs of Thomas
Chippendale with carved omament as well as pre-Revolutionary in
date would be found. There are several possibilities based on long
Annapolis provenances. A surviving pair of side chuirs, obviously part
of u larger set made for a member of the Chow family, West River,
Anne Arundel County, has been suggested as an example of his early
work,!” The carved anthemion metf found un the back splat is a
recurring element in other side chairs now thought to have been made
in Annapolis.'* The carved comer blocks of the front legs of the Chew
family side chair are reiated 1 similarly carved comer blocks on a
Pembroke table with a related provenance that has been artributed to
John Shaw |cat. no. 2). But it has not been possible to substantiate the
attribution of these chairs or other pieces in a variety of forms as the
work of Juhn Shaw. Furthermore, it would be an mijustice to other
cabinetmakers known to have been plying their trade in Maryland's
capital before the Revolution,

After labels on furniture, advertisements in the Maryland Gazette,
first published in Annapolis in 1745, are the primary sources for the
identification of Annapalis cabinetmakers ¥ A few more names h::v:
i Probate Court records. Feo thirty
Annapu!ls cahinetmakers placed notices in the Marviand Gazette from
1745-1810; most of these cabinetmakers advertised only once or twice,
whether because they worked anly a few years at their trade or moved
elsewhere cannot be ascertained. In 1775, when the population of
Annapolis was just 1,326 persons, only six cabinetmakers arc recorded
¢ working in Anne Arundel County: John Shaw, Archibald Chisholm,
Gilbert and Joseph Middleton, Charles Relt, and William Slicer.® This
meager number is not consistent with, for example, a New England
port town of the same size. One must therefore assume that imported
English products were still a predominant share of the furniture marker.

However, in addition to Shaw, there were other cabinetmakers who
seem to have been prominent, even though no surviving signed,
labeled, or documented pieces can be ascribed to any of them. John
Anderson, who worked in Annapolis from 1746 to 1759, advertised in
the Maryland Gazette on October 21, 1746 “Cabinet Maker and
Carver, late from Liverpool, makes Chairs, Tahles, Desk, Bureaus,
Tahles, Clock cases, and all Kinds of Furniture, , " William
Slicer first appeared in the Marvland Gazette on [une 1, 1769, when
he informed the public that he made o wide range of household articles,
“all constructed in the most neat and fashionable Manner, viz. Desks,
Book-Cases, Escritoirs, Bureaus, Card, Chamber, Parlour and Tea-
rnbh:s Easy-Arm, Parlour and Chamber Chairs; Comer Settees, Clock-
Cases, Couches, Dumb-Waiters, Tea Boards, Bottle-Boards and Bed-
steads, ele. @le el Gilhert Middleton worked with both Shaw and
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ol House, Annap-
s by Swrc] Clhisde e
fnished ca. 1774 by Eward Lloyd IV, is
typical of the fine cawn houses built in
Annapolis in the 1760’ sn 'w, The
architects Walliam Noke and William
Buckland were respommible for iis design
and comploton, (Photogeaph © M. E. War-
ren, Anmapolis

=

Chisholm in 1776.% His brother or nephew Joseph continued to work
4% a cabinetmaker in Annapolis until av least 1704, These cabinet-
maleers, along with Shaw and Chisholm, and with the exception of
John Anderson who died in 1759, would seem to have been responsible
for the furniture believed to have been made in Ansapolis in the
1760’s and 1770's.

Among the other cabinetmakers working in the pre-Revolutionary
period were Gamaliel Butler who first advertised in the Maryland
Gazette ol P\pnl &4 1754, and lnmp w:mams, on Ocober 13, 1769,
In 1760 Henry Crouch, “CARVER, from LONDON," announced in
the ]ummry 31 paper his prescnce in Annspolis. A mantel and r.hlp
by 1742 IMarvland Ga: v
rbefore Shaw’s presence in the town is known. In 1769 Hm:uiu
Courtenay, another “CARVER ann GILDER Faom LONDON," had a
shop in Annapalis as well as on Front Street in Philadelphia (Maryland
Gazette, October 13, 176g).




By the 1770 few cabinetmakers; other than Shaw and Chisholm,
placed advertisements in the Marvland Gazette. However, the news-
paper for February 24, 1774, carried the following announcement:

Tust imported, from LONDON, and 0 be sold by the subseriber, A
an:l af healthy lnd’mwi servants, among which are some valusble
cabinet-makers, uwym. shoe-

o
makess, hlacksmith mlnls

Unfortunately, the names of those servants engaged in cabinermaking
were not recorded. To the extent that they would mansfer styles and
construction techniques from London to Annapolis, they would have
had some influence on local practice. By 1783, in the tax hist of the
Annapalis Hundred, only Shaw and Chisholm are listed as cabinet-
makers,

The last two decades of the eighteenth century comprised the most
impaortant period of production in the John Shaw shop. His only likely
competition, except for that poee;l hy the habitual custom of such
Maryland famities-as the Carrolls and ihe Lioyds to onder fumitare
and pther houschold goods from abroad, was that affered by his former
associate Archibald Chisholm, Joseph Middleton, and William Slicer,
joseph Middleton, the only other Annapolis cabinermaker whose
furniture labels have been found {cat. no. 13), is believed to have been
trained by Shaw, for his labeled desk is very similar to Shaw's work,
Only once did Middleton advertise in the Maryland Gazette, and then
only ag a cabinet and chairmaker (August 14, 1794), although he is
presumed to have worked in Annapolis durlng the Jast thiny years of

1d hisholm, and Mldnllemu,
re that persisted well into

the mncttcmh century.*
he

working in A lis would seem to have been a
versnn]e group. In addition to muking fumniture, it was not uncomman
to find cabinetmalkers of every economic and social stratum doing
repair and cﬂpentry work as well as engaging in other business

£ enabled them ta adjust to changing
economic coud]zmns The wide range of their activities allowed them
their and

nat only to 1 to the gen:u]
of the cal L 7, st to elaim

places in the larger community. The b!lmte was ripe for this sorc of

upward social and 1c mobility in I

Shaw's income as revealed on the 1781 tax list is comparable to the
merchant John Randall’s.®* Chisholm’s net worth was almost twice
that of Shaw’s in that year, perhaps because he had been cstahhshcd

in business longer.”* Shaw's i in the yisd
in another socnnn of this catalogue.

George Wash resigned his ion as Ci !
in-Chief of the Conri Army at A lis in Dy ber of 1783,

furniture styles were already changing from those of Thomas Chip-
pendale to the new neoclassic designs of George Hepplewhite and
Thomas Shetaton, among others, It s in this post-Revolutionary period
that John Shaw began to label the fumiture produced in his shop. To
date there are ffty known pieces of furniture bearing his label or
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documented, of which twenty-three ate included in this catalogue. On
these labels, along with ljlc often inscribed dates, there are initials
which we to be of lor pnsalhly pprentices| who
waorked in Shaw's shop. The labeled pieces of fumiture exhibit char-
acteristic designs, ornament, scale, materials, and construction tech-
niques that have led to other firm attributions of fumiture 10 fohn
Shaw, his shop, or his parmership with Chisholm. Considering the
declining economic importance and modest size of post-Revolutionary
Annapolis; as weil as the odds against survivai of furniture irom the
late eighteenth into the twentieth century, the sheer number of extant
Iabeled and/or attributed Shaw examples of this period is nothing shore
of astounding,

spaper adverti and other doc y evidence, as has
been rmted. demonstrate the range of fumiture forms produced in the
Shaw shop: side, arm, and casy chairs and sofas; breakfast, card, and
tea tahles; sideboards, serving and dining tables; chests of drawers,
desks, desk-and-bookeases, secretaries; linen presses, bedseeads, crib-
bedsteads and cradies; cell billiard tables, tall case clocks, and
firescreens, With the possible exceprion of hifliard tables, this was the
usual production of a large cabinetmaking shop of the period. Included
in this exhibition or catalogued as firmly artributed examples are one
or more of all the above mentioned forms except an casy chair, toe
tahle, dining table, crib-bedstead or cradle, and One
if the surviving numbers of a particular fumiture form accurately
reflect the actual stock available in Shaw's inventory. If that is the
case, sideboards, side chairs, breakfast or Pembroke cables, cord tables,
chests of drawers, and desk-and-bookeases were certainly the preferred
items, cither in the numbers produced wholesale, 5o to speak, or toa
customer’s order,

The important hody of extant John Shaw fumniture dates from 1790
1801, and many of the pieces arc labeled, dated, and initialed. Their
fnemat—plain silhouette, little or no carved ornament, re-
peated moldings, restrained use of inlays—underscores their conserva-
tive design. Only two pieces, a card tahle [cat no. 37] labeled and
dated 1796 and a desk-and-bookcase jcat. no, stl, eruly reflect the new
Federal style and are atypical of the Shaw shop but akin to what was
being produced in Baltimore, except for the table’s ovoid spade feet
and molded top edge. The evai eagle inlay at the top of each table leg
was probably made in Bal 4
of this exhibition it was Impcd that more puwes of furniture in the
true Federal style might be attributed lt} Shaw nnd thus help bridge
the cabin king gap hetween A and Balti Although
unfortunately none were diseovered, it s possible that some examples
will eventually be identified.

The inlaid bellflowers hanging from a loop that appear on cach leg
of the Wye House billiard table |cal no 52) are doubtless Baltimore
in origin. A fine cylinder-fall d book in the Wintert
Collection has in ies comice inlaid leaf paterae identical in all respects
to the fnlay in the skirt of a John Shaw sideboard table |cat. no. 24).2
The inlaid eagle on the eylinder fall is closely related to that on the
front of the desk Shaw is believed to have made for the Speaker of the
Marvland House of Delegates |cat. no. 61l Could this cylinder-fall
desk have been made in early nineteenth-century Annapaolis under the

At chotnasnsion
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acgis of John Shaw? Or are the ldr_nnc:l or similar inlays only the

result of Shaw's

them from a

have been unwilting or unabie to adapr,

inlay maker!

in the early years of the new century, first to the fully developed
Federal styie and then to the newer Empme styles. He continued to

maode. Oine wonders i he

make f in his carlier

ever even opened o volume of Thomas Sheraton.

¥et Shaw was not unlike Annapolis at the tum of that century. The
town, though stll the sear of government, experienced an economic
decline and was cclipsed by the new pore city of Baltimore. The
important Georgian houses still dominated the Annapnhu mtyacapc

and little, tf any, new Federal

some of the high-style Federal fumiture that has been nttnhmed s
Baltimore was actually produced m Annapolis but, by and large, hy
the opening decades of the nineteenth century, Annapolis had become
a stylistic backwater. The center of cahinetmaking moved west along

with the popul and

power to B in
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